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ANTI-CANTEEN LEGISLATION AND THE ARM Y 

BY 0. E. LITTLEFIELD, MEMBER OP THE HOUSE OF BEPBESENTATIVES. 



On the second day of February, 1901, the following provision 
of the statute became the law of the land : 

" Section 38. The sale of or dealing in beer, wine, or any intoxicating 
liquor by any person in any post-exchange or canteen or army transport, 
or upon any premises used for military purposes by the United States, 
is hereby prohibited. The Secretary of War is hereby directed to carry 
the provision of this section into full force and effect." 

This is what has come to be popularly, though inaccurately, 
known as the "anti-canteen law." It is obviously not aimed 
against the Canteen, but against the sale of prohibited beverages 
in the Canteen or Post Exchange, and it cannot in any proper 
sense be called the " anti-canteen law." 

It was drawn and introduced by me as an amendment, in the 
House, on December 6th, 1900. In advocating its adoption, I 
said, among other things: 

" Briefly, as to the propriety of the amendment, I am fully aware that 
there is great difference of opinion, and an honest difference of opinion, 
as to the wisdom and propriety of this amendment." 

I think this assertion still holds good, notwithstanding the 
somewhat virulent and offensive tone adopted in discussing its 
merits, by those opposed to the legislation. 

Major Seaman says it is "unrighteous to give the Army Post 
Exchange the name of Canteen," and he thinks it would not have 
been abolished if it had not been so called; but, during a long 
article, he commits the same " unrighteous " offence by referring 
repeatedly to the Canteen as having been "abolished." On ac- 
count of this general misapprehension, and for the sake of clear- 



ANTI-CANTEEN LEGISLATION. 399 

ness and convenience, the term " Canteen " will be used in this 
article as meaning that part of the Post Exchange where beer is 
sold, and the term " anti-canteen " as meaning the Post Ex- 
change where no beer is sold. This legislation will stand, I have 
no doubt, until a full opportunity shall have been given, under 
proper conditions, by practical operation, to demonstrate its wis- 
dom or unwisdom. 

Every one of whom I have any knowledge, no matter what his 
preconceived theories may be upon the general question of the 
use and abuse of liquor as a beverage, is not only entirely willing, 
but expects, that it shall stand or fall by this test. A vigorous 
effort is being made to satisfy the public, that this test has been 
made, and that the legislation has proved a failure. A candid 
examination of the facts will show that this effort must meet with 
failure. 

Among the most pretentious contributions to this discussion are 
articles by Major Louis Livingston Seaman and Colonel William 
Conant Church in the numbers for January and December, 1903, 
respectively, of the Nobth American Ebvibw. These articles 
derive, perhaps, an especial significance from the fact that the 
writers, by reason of their official character and profession, as- 
sume to have special and peculiar knowledge of the subject, and 
therefore the right to speak with authority. In addition to this, 
they have another advantage over the mere civilian. Article 66 
of section 1342 of the Kevised Statutes of the United States pro- 
vides, that " any officer who is convicted of conduct unbecoming 
an officer and a gentleman shall be dismissed from the service." 
That is, they are required by law, not necessarily to be gentlemen 
(as to which there may be a very profound distinction), but to 
" conduct " themselves as gentlemen. I believe that these officers 
are the only persons, in or out of the government service, who are 
the objects of this degree of statutory solicitude. When they en- 
gage in polemical discourse, it would obviously be characterized on 
their part, under the law, by treating their adversaries with a 
degree of politeness, courtesy and elevation of tone exceeding that 
of the civilian controversialist. How well they sustain the part 
appears by a few characteristic references to the persons who are 
unfortunate enough to believe in this legislation, and therefore 
lie under the ban of their displeasure. 

Colonel Church makes these pleasant references ia them: 
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" A small but most persistent and vociferous body of theorists 
who have no concern with the Army, nor interest in it, beyond making 
it the victim of their hobbies." . ..." A mistaken sentiment, which, 
having reached certain dogmatic conclusions by the studious ignoring of 
facts. . . ." 

"And it should be conclusive with all, except those determined not to 
be convinced though one rose from the dead to bear testimony to the 
truth." 

" Now that they have accomplished their purpose, they appear to 
have wrapped about them the cloak of self-righteous content and left 
the Army to care for itself, bound hand and foot by the restrictions they 
have placed upon it." 

" Glowing with the ardor of self-appreciative virtue." 

" Those who were about as familiar with soldiers and the life of the 
Army as they were with the habits of the dodo." 

Major Seaman quotes with evident approval, in referring to 
the opponents of the Canteen, this cheerful and pleasing observa- 
tion: 

" We alone are virtuous. We are the advocates of reform. We are 
the great hypocritical hippodrome — none like us." 

The tone of their articles must obviously be attributed to 
enthusiasm and zeal, and not to ill temper, much less ill breed- 
ing. It may be that the analysis that I will make of their articles 
will give rise to the suspicion that they have perhaps mistaken 
these assertions for argument and demonstration. 

What purpose does the Canteen seek to accomplish, and how 
does it propose to effect it from the standpoint of its advocates ? 
Its purposes are twofold : 

First, it furnished, it is claimed, a counter attraction to the 
saloon that is maintained near the Post, where all kinds of liquor 
are sold, and by satisfying by the milder and, so-called, less harm- 
ful drinks of beer and light wines, the craving for vicious stimu- 
lants, becomes the lesser of two evils, as " its advocates frankly 
admit that the total abolition of intoxicants in the Army is a de- 
sideratum devoutly to be wished ;" its second purpose is explained 
in the following quotations:* 

" Its primary purpose was to furnish to the troops, at reasonable price, 
such articles, the articles of ordinary use, wear and consumption, not 
supplied by the government, and to afford them means of rational rec- 

* Wherever italics appear in quotations, they are the work of the writer 
of this article. 



ANTI-CANTEEN LEGISLATION. 4Q1 

reation and amusement suitable to their station in life, which, if denied, 
they would seek outside the limits of the camp." ( Seaman. ) 

" The Post Exchange or Canteen is an enlisted man's club, supported 
by the profits on the articles purchased at wholesale for sale to its mem- 
bers at retail; and its prosperity depends, as does that of all similar 
organizations, upon its being made acceptable to those for whom it is 
intended, so that they will patronize it liberally instead of going abroad 
for their purchases. So far as its resources permit, it is provided with 
newspapers and periodicals, with games and various forms of amusement 
and entertainment, and made so attractive that men of the garrison will 
have the least possible temptation to seek for recreation and good fellow- 
ship in quarters where they are subject to influences that tend to de- 
moralize and degrade them, and to make them forgetful of the duty they 
owe as soldiers." (Church.) 

" Every enlisted man in the garrison is a stockholder in it, and from 
it, when it is a success, he obtains the benefits which promote cheerful 
endurance of hardship, make him more content with his lot, and thus a 
better soldier and a better citizen. At the Post Exchange the soldier 
can buy at a minimum cost, articles of luxury not included in the govern- 
ment ration, liberal as it is, for it is impossible so to adapt the ration in 
all respects to individual tastes that it shall not become monotonous." 
(Chtjbch.) 

A place, then, of amusement, recreation and entertainment, 
where articles necessary to the comfort and convenience of the 
soldier can he purchased, is the dominant, salient and "primary 
purpose " of the Post Exchange. The sale of beer and light wines 
is the incident only, the lesser evil, to be eliminated if possible. 
This " incident," however, is the chief among the " resources " of 
the Canteen, as appears from the following official advice: 

"April 27, 1903. 
" Hon. Charles E. Littlefield, M.C., Rockland, Me. 

"Sir: — I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 22nd instant to the Secretary of War, in which you ask to be 
advised as to whether, after the passage of the act prohibiting the sale 
of beer and light wines at Post Exchanges " ( there were never any " in- 
toxicating liquors" sold in these establishments), "the Post Exchange 
was discontinued as a cooperative store and as a place of amusement and 
entertainment, or whether the only change that was made in the Post 
Exchange system by the enactment of the law was simply the elimination 
of the sale of beer and wines therefrom, and with that exception the Ex- 
change was continued as before in every other respect as a place for 
amusement and entertainment, general store, etc. You add that you 
have received an impression that, without the aid of the profits received 
from the sale of beer and wines, it is thought difficult and perhaps im- 
practicable to operate the Exchange for any other purpose. 
vol. CLXxvm. — no. 568. 26 
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" Replying thereto, permit me to say that the exact status of all Post 
Exchanges in the Army from latest reports is to be found in H. R. Doc. 
252, 57th Cong., 2nd Ses., which contains official reports from every Post 
in the Army. Prom these reports it will be seen that, of the sereral 
hundred Post Exchanges in the United States and the Philippines at the 
time of the passage of the act, February 2nd, 1901, but Tery few remain, 
and that in the majority of cases, it has been found difficult and impracti- 
cable to operate the Post Exchange without the profits received from the 
sale of beer and light wines. 

" Very respectfully, 

"Henry P. McCain, 

" Acting Adjutant-General." 

This, I have no doubt, fairly states the importance of the 
profits ensuing from the sale of beer and light wines as the main 
"resource" of the Canteen, and it appears that without this 
" resource " it is practically impossible to maintain the primary 
features of the Canteen, such as recreation, amusement and enter- 
tainment. 

It follows, then, that where there is no drinking of beer there 
is no recreation, amusement or entertainment, and the more 
drinking of beer, the more recreation, amusement and entertain- 
ment, and the more variety for the mess. Under the regime 
heretofore existing, as "every enlisted man is a stockholder in 
it" and participates equally in the advantages resulting there- 
from, the men are naturally expected to contribute their share 
at least to the producing cause. Emerson truly said: "That is 
the one base thing in the universe, to receive benefits and render 
none." The total abstainer, while participating in the benefits 
derived from these profits, as he necessarily must, would be reap- 
ing where he had not sown, and this itself would furnish a power- 
ful and insidious incentive to universal beer-drinking by the 
soldiers. In fact, the total abstainer was not infrequently taunted 
with his failure thus to contribute. 

It will be seen that all of the considerations involved in this 
scheme, appetite, financial needs, pleasure, etc., tend inevitably to 
the universal and increasing consumption of beer and light wines. 

The inquiry at once arises, Why cannot the " primary purpose " 
of the Canteen be accomplished by supplying the funds neces- 
sary therefor from sources other than the deprecated profits from 
the sale of beer, and thus eliminate the lesser evil ? 

The possibility of such an alternative does not appear to have 
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occurred to either Major Seaman or Colonel Church, surcharged 
as they are with information on this question. Colonel Church 
does say: 

" If we could have at or near each Army Post such a building as that 
located near the Brooklyn Navy Yard, which owes its existence chiefly to 
the generosity of a single individual, Miss Helen Gould, it might lessen 
the demand for the Canteen." 

Yet it is a fact that, at the time when the Colonel, who is dis- 
turbed " by the studious ignoring of facts " by anti-canteen advo- 
cates, wrote his article, $1,000,000 ($500,000 available for the 
fiscal year 1902-3, and $500,000 for the fiscal year 1903-4) had 
been appropriated for that express purpose, under a clause read- 
ing as follows : 

"Post Exchanges. For the construction, equipment, and maintenance 
of suitable buildings at military posts and stations for the conduct of 
the post exchange, school, library, reading, lunch and amusement rooms, 
and gymnasium, to be expended in the discretion and under the direction 
of the Secretary of War." 

The first appropriation of $500,000 was made June 30th, 1902. 
While the effect of these appropriations upon the situation is not 
yet apparent, for reasons that hereafter appear, they provide 
for buildings precisely like that mentioned, not " at or near " but 
in the Army Posts, and it is conceded that they " might lessen the 
demand for the Canteen." 

The American Public Health Association in September, 1901, 
by resolution invited " the intelligent cooperation of a very large 
element of good citizens ... in taking successive steps toward 
the betterment of existing conditions, and thus assist in con- 
trolling and largely curtailing an evil which it is powerless at 
present to prevent." 

And its committee urged that : 

" The sale of soft drinks, warm lunches, coffee, tea, cocoa, bouillon, and 
soups should be encouraged, as substitutes for alcoholic beverages." 

This has the approval of Colonel Church, and is precisely what 
this appropriation is intended to accomplish. The distinguished 
Major and Colonel are making their appeal to the public, and the 
public are entitled to know all the facts involved, and especially 
a factor so important that it " might lessen the demand for the 
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Canteen." They either knew, or they didn't know, of these appro- 
priations (only one had been made when Major Seaman's article 
appeared). If they knew, they simply suppressed an essential 
fact. If they didn't know, they simply demonstrate their de- 
plorable ignorance of a subject as to which they assume to speak 
with ultimate authority, as these facts were obvious to the most 
cursory examination, so that he that "runs may read." That 
the anti-canteen legislation, in the absence of the assistance to be 
derived from these appropriations, is not expected to reach any- 
thing approximating the maximum of success hoped for and ex-, 
pected, is too obvious for discussion. 

These appropriations will take the place of the profits from 
the sale of beer, and it is the expectation that they will accomplish 
that purpose and contribute to the " desideratum devoutly to be 
wished," ..." the total abolition of intoxicants in the Army." This 
is the laudable purpose that has led the distinguished chairman 
of the Military Affairs Committee in the House, the Hon. J. A. T. 
Hull, of Iowa, to work earnestly and successfully for these appro- 
priations that are indispensable, if the measure is to prove a 
success. It is only proper to add that Senator Proctor, the acting 
chairman of the Military Affairs Committee in the Senate, has 
been an earnest advocate of these appropriations, and the mem- 
bership of both committees, both of the majority and minority 
parties, laudably sustained their efforts. 

These are the first appropriations of the kind that have ever 
been made. They were introduced in the Senate and successfully 
urged by Senator Hansbrough, a loyal and effective supporter 
of this policy. It necessarily follows that, until they shall have 
been generally utilized throughout the Army, as generally, at 
least, as was the Canteen, we can have no condition or period 
with which the Canteen period can be compared with any pro- 
priety or intelligence. 

In addition to this appropriation, another should be made for 
a company-fund, in order to insure the most complete success. 
The company-fund enables the men to vary the monotony of the 
mess, and contributes greatly to their comfort. Prior to 1880, 
there was no Post Exchange with or without the sale of beer. 
Up to 1889, it was operated in comparatively few instances. 
Then the Canteen became general, and continued until February 
2, 1901; so that the Canteen period is from 1889 to 1900 inclu- 
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sive. Prior and subsequent thereto we have no period — by reason 
of the lack of the place of recreation, amusement, entertainment 
and lunch-room, and a company-fund to relieve the monotony of 
the mess — with which a statistical comparison of the Canteen 
period will be of any value for the purpose of demonstrating the 
wisdom of the anti-canteen legislation. 

While this is true, it is to be observed that the facts, fairly 
analyzed, hardly justify the sweeping generalizations which have 
been made by the Canteen advocates. The theory is, that the 
establishment of the Canteen drives the contiguous saloons out of 
business, and, conversely, that its discontinuance at once in- 
creases the number. This is the only theory than can justify the 
Canteen. For instance, Major Seaman says regarding Washing- 
ton Barracks in Washington : 

" Before the introduction of the Canteen, Four-and-one-half Street, for 
two or three squares from the point at which it entered the Post, was 
lined with small saloons in which liquor was dispensed to the soldiers. 
Almost immediately after the starting of the Canteen at the barracks, 
the effect was seen upon these establishments, and before the second 
month, more than half of the liquor saloons had closed up and their 
proprietors had moved away." 

The Canteen was established at these barracks in 1889. The 
facts, as given me by Major Richard Sylvester, Superintendent 
of the Police Department of the District of Columbia, are, that 
there were only three saloons on Four-and-one-half Street within 
three " squares from the point at which it entered the Post," in 
1889, and, while two of them went out of existence shortly after 
the establishment of the Canteen, in 1890 four wholesale liquor 
stores, where the law authorized the sale of liquor in quantities 
of not less than a pint, were established, two continuing one year 
and two three years, and that, on the 2nd of February, 1901, 
when the Canteen was abolished, there were in this same loca- 
tion three "squares from the point where it entered the Post," 
four saloons — one more than when the Canteen was established — 
and the number has not increased up to date. The facts show that 
the theory failed to materialize. Of Fort Myer, Major Seaman 
says: 

"Before the introduction of the Canteen there were between ten and 
twenty low groggeries, between the terminus of the street-railway and 
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the entrance to Arlington, largely depending upon the patronage of the 
troops. . . . And that, after ten years of the Canteen at the Post only 
two of these were left." 

On the contrary, in that locality, instead of " between ten and 
twenty low groggeries," the Commissioner of Eevenue of Alexan- 
dria County, Virginia, Mr. H. L. Holmes, informs me from his 
own actual knowledge that there were from three to four saloons 
open from 1880 to 1891, and instead of " only two of these being 
left" the records show that in 1900, the end of the Canteen 
period, there were five in healthy working order. If all of the 
Major's assertions of facts are equally open to criticism it may 
not be entirely safe to rely without any hesitation upon his con- 
clusions. 

Major Seaman asserts, that " the liquor sellers and the W. C. 
T. U. are the strongest advocates of the law as it now stands," 
and Colonel Church says : " as no whiskey or other strong drinks 
were sold, the stories of the influence exerted by whiskey dealers to 
restore the Canteen are obviously untrue." Whether the "whis- 
key dealers" are for or against the Canteen goes a very little 
way toward establishing the facts involved, but the obvious 
anxiety of the Canteen advocates to separate themselves from 
" the liquor sellers " is certainly commendable. Whether they 
succeed in stating the facts in that particular, it may be well to 
let the organs of the " liquor sellers " show: 

WHAT THE LIQUOR ORGANS SAY. 

The "American Brewer" says that the members of the last Congress 
" allowed themselves to be influenced by a band of bigoted and narrow- 
minded prohibitionists in abolishing a most sensible institution which 
was very beneficial to the Army." 

"Mida's Criterion of the Wholesale Whiskey and Wine Market," a 
paper that has been a constant and consistent supporter of the Canteen, 
says : " The first act of the present Congress should be to repeal the un- 
wholesome law abolishing the Canteen and stop the progressive demorali- 
zation in the Army." 

"The Liquor Trades' and Hotel Review" says: "It is almost certain 
that at the nert session of Congress the Anti-Canteen law will be re- 
pealed. Almost every oflicer who is responsible for the maintenance of 
discipline in the Army, and solicitous for the higher standard of morality 
among the men, has agreed to sign the petition to re-establish the Canteen. 
This bill when presented will have the sympathy and support of every 
friend of the ' boys in blue ' and of the cause of temperance." 

"Believing with the most experienced military authorities that the 
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Canteen is conducive to the highest standard of sobriety and discipline, 
the retail dealers, through their national organization, aside from all 
selfish, considerations, give their unqualified approval to this necessary 
adjunct 01 the military department, and commend the lirm and manly 
attitude of the President in its defense and maintenance." (.Resolution 
of the Ketail Liquor Dealers, at their jSational Convention, at Baltimore, 
in October, 1900.) 

" We don't consider this action taken by General Miles a death-blow 
to the Army Canteen by any means. The fact that Mr. Miles has come 
out in favor of the present Anti-Canteen law, will not seriously aii'ect 
the opponents to this unjust fanatical measure. 

" The editor of the ' Sentuiel '• will appear against the Anti-Camteeners 
before the Congressional Committee in the coming session of Congress, 
and we are glad to say in this connection that we, as a member of the 
Congressional Committee of the National Retail Liquor Dealers' Associa- 
tion, are able to break down one of the obstacles which had great influ- 
ence upon the committee and the various members of Congress in the 
last fight." (Washington " Sentinel," National Organ of the Brewers' As- 
sociation, Nov. 11, 1U01. — Lewis Schade, Editor.) 

In addition to the quotations given above, similar extracts 
could be made from the resolutions 01 the conventions of brewers 
and liquor dealers, and from the trade journals of the brewing, 
distilling and retail liquor interests. I have personally seen 
articles of this character from the "The Brewer's Journal," 
" The Brewer and Maltster," " The American Brewers' Eeview," 
"Bonfort's Wine and Spirit Circular," "The Wholesalers' and 
Betailers' Eeview," and the " Wine and Spirit News " ; and the 
statement has been made by those qualified to speak on the sub- 
ject that every one of the other representative journals of the 
various branches of the liquor trade have urged the restoration 
of the Canteen. This even includes the whiskey industry, al- 
though whiskey and distilled liquors were said to have been barred 
from the Canteen, and the whiskey trade is claimed to be the 
beneficiary of the legislation under review. 

All this shows how vigorously and effectively the liquor sellers 
are advocating " the law as it now stands." If these gentlemen, 
and others who have been rolling that assertion as a sweet morsel 
under their tongues, and reiterating it in season and out, would 
take time to read the newspapers, they would perceive how grossly 
that assertion perverts the truth. It is not necessary that one 
should rise "from the dead" to establish the attitude of the 
liquor sellers. 
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It is interesting to note how Colonel Church gains courage 
and tends gradually to convince himself as he gets into the full 
swing of his argument. He has heen thinking over the important 
matter of desertions, which, he says, have greatly increased; and 
this leads him to suggest that it " is, in the opinion of a majority 
of our army officers, the result, in part at least, of the stimulus 
given to the drinking of vile liquors by the abolition of the Can- 
teen." Note the commendable caution: " a majority of our army, 
officers." .... "the result in part at least." He continues to 
discuss this phase for a few paragraphs, and the more he discusses 
it, the more the peculiar infamy of this anti-canteen legislation is 
borne in upon him ; and getting an accretion of courage he confi- 
dently asserts, as to this discontent, that, " if the almost unani- 
mous opinion of officers and men is to be accepted as conclusive, 
it is very largely due to civilian interference with army adminis- 
tration." In twenty-nine lines, " a majority " becomes " almost 
unanimous"; "men" are added to the officers, so as to include 
everybody; and "in part at least," becomes "very largely." 

Verily, if the Colonel's article had been longer, no doubt his 
conclusions would have been stronger. He takes occasion, for 
some of his " strongest testimony," to go outside of the army, 
and he calls as a witness " The Eev. William J. Dalton, a Catho- 
lic priest, of Kansas City, Missouri," who seems to think that all 
the good the women are trying to do has been " utterly ruined " 
by this vicious legislation. It would be more interesting, though 
perhaps less to his purpose, if he had quoted all that the Eev. 
Father said on this question. Among other things, he said: 

" Whatever could those women have been thinking of ? Oh, so impracti- 
cable as these mannish women and womanish men are. In all my 
priesthood, when I have had a drinking man in my parish, I have worked 
with him to get him to remove to a house remote from a saloon, even to 
the extreme of getting him to go to another parish." 

Where the person whose welfare is involved happens to be a 
member of his "parish," he moves him away "from a saloon." 
When it is nothing but a mere soldier, he moves a beer saloon 
close up to the soldier. On more mature reflection, in order not 
to be a " womanish man," he ought to have a beer saloon started, 
if possible, in his parishioner's door-yard, instead of getting him 
to go to another parish to get out of the way of a saloon. Why 
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isn't the soldier entitled to the same consideration as the parish- 
ioner? This shows the difference between preaching and prac- 
tice. His criticism, when measured by his own practice, suggests 
the Scriptural saying, " Ye blind guides, which strain at a gnat 
and swallow a camel." 

To sustain his contention, Colonel Church makes reference 
to " a volume of over five hundred octavo pages, in small type, pub- 
lished under the authority of Congress. It is the testimony con- 
cerning the result which followed the prohibition of the sale of 
beer in Post Exchanges, gathered by the War Department from 
nearly one hundred Army Posts." This is referred to by Major 
Seaman as "an enormous volume of evidence," collected by the 
Secretary of War, " since its abolition." Eef erence is undoubt- 
edly made to H. E. Doc. 252, 57th Congress, 2nd Session. 

This document is one of the most interesting, and one of the 
most significant and suggestive incidents in the whole Canteen 
controversy. It is a response to the following resolution of the 
House of representatives : 

" Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, requested to 
transmit to Congress the various reports received by his department on 
the practical operation of section 38, of the Act of February 2nd, 1901, 
which prohibited the sales of beer and light wines in Post Exchanges." 

This resolution very clearly contemplates official "reports" 
from " Post Exchanges," as these are clearly the only " reports " 
that could give any facts of value, and facts are what Congress 
was after. 

In his letter of transmittal, however, instead of confining him- 
self to such " reports," the Acting Secretary of War transmitted, 
with such " reports " as they had, 179 newspaper extracts, filling 
113 of the 501 pages of "reports," every one of these extracts, 
where it expresses an opinion, decidedly favoring the Canteen 
and frequently denouncing in vigorous language the advocates 
of the anti-canteen legislation. These expressions were entirely 
legitimate as far as the newspapers were concerned, representing 
their opinion as to the facts ; but they are hardly to be considered 
as " evidence " or " testimony " as to what the facts were, which 
is what Congress wanted and requested. 

It would seem that the War Department had introduced, as 
one of its modern features, the patronizing of a clipping bureau, 
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and had ordered only such clippings as sustained the Canteen 
and was accommodating enough to give Congress the benefit 
of its enterprise, though not invited to do so. A more careful 
examination of this document negatives this suggestion, as it ap- 
pears that it used its own machinery for that purpose. On page 
356, 1 find this letter : 

" Detention Camp, Angel Island, Oal., April SO, 1901. 
" Adj.-Qen. V. 8. Army, WasMngton, D. G. 

" 8m, — I have the honor to submit herewith an article on the Canteen 
taken from the Kansas City, Missouri, " Daily Journal," April, 1901, day 
of the month unknown. In transmitting this article, I desire to add 
that I have been informed that the Department desires all remarks of this 
nature pertaining to the Exchange. 

" Very respectfully, 

" Edwin A. Macklin, 
" First Lieutenant, Eleventh Infantry." 

This letter enclosed the Kev. Father Dalton's " strongest testi- 
mony" above referred to. Through just what channel, whether 
" through military channels," we are not directly informed, but it 
is a fair inference from the unexplained letter, that such informa- 
tion was general throughout the army, and that, in addition to 
their other duties, the officers were charged with that of collecting 
and transmitting " all remarks of this nature " pertaining to the 
Exchange («. e., approving of the Canteen and denouncing the 
opponents of the Canteen), as the "Department desires" that 
kind. This is, perhaps, a fair illustration of the idea that this 
Department has of the manner in which fair-minded men may be 
properly aided in reaching a disinterested and just conclusion. 
Fearing that Congress might have difficulty in really understand- 
ing the attitude of some of these papers, one of them is quoted 
nine times, two of them eleven times, and one fourteen times. 
Verily, " in the mouth of two or three witnesses every word shall 
be established." There are some six hundred and forty different 
officers, from sergeants up, making reports. A curious fact is 
the apparently spontaneous and sporadic upheaval of Canteen 
sentiment "from Fort Leavenworth, Kansas," where, including 
sergeants, " one hundred and sixty-five witnesses," practically all 
the men at that post on the 17th and 18th of December, 1902, 
were moved to offer their testimony in favor of the sale of beer 
in the Canteen. Just what caused this epidemic of " testimony " 
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all one way, at this particular place, at one and the same time, 
does not appear. Of course, it could not have been the result 
of prearrangement. All at once, one hundred and sixty-five men 
in one place felt inspired to testify. They constitute a little 
more than one-fourth of the whole number of " witnesses," leav- 
ing only four hundred and seventy-five "witnesses" for the 
balance of the United States, Cuba and the Philippine Islands. 
There are four hundred and seventy-f our commissioned officers re- 
porting. During this time, there were 3,820 such officers in the 
army, so that we have reporting about twelve per cent, of the 
whole — rather an inadequate representation upon which to base 
the assertion that " the almost unanimous opinion of the officers 
and men " sustains the Canteen. What the " testimony " of the 
remaining eighty-eight per cent, would be, uninfluenced by au- 
thority, we are not advised. We do know, however, that the 
officers testifying against the Canteen are among the most distin- 
guished and eminent in their profession. They are such as 
Lieut-General Nelson A. Miles, Generals Ludlow and Henry of 
sacred memory, Generals Howard, Shafter, Wheeler, Daggett, etc. 
Major Seaman introduces the testimony of the Eev. S. B. Dex- 
ter, who, " hoping that truth and justice may triumph," sends the 
result of his investigations to the Secretary of War, and it ap- 
pears in this document. (H. E. 252, pages 246-9.) It seems 
that certain Chicago clergymen were appointed a commission to 
investigate Canteen conditions at Fort Snelling and Highwood. 
The Eev. Mr. Dexter says that they made majority and minority 
reports, though the first report would appear to be unanimous. 
At any rate, it is signed by the Eev. Mr. Dexter twice, once in his 
capacity as a member of the Commission, and once as its Secre- 
tary. The minority report is signed by him alone. In his letter 
of transmittal, he refers to the fact that the investigation of the 
majority " covered but nine hours of actual time." He says: " I 
mention this, however, with no intention to reflect upon the mem- 
bers of the Commission." Inasmuch as he signed that report 
twice, manifesting his approval thereof, this is evidently the 
exercise of great consideration on his part. Perhaps, in fairness 
to the reverend gentleman, it should be stated that, in his great 
work entitled " Cant and Canteen," he says that " the members 
of the Commission, in making their report on the morning of 
May 6th, 1901, certainly had no intention of misrepresenting 
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the facts in the case," (p. 20), leaving the necessary inference 
that, in his view, the report did to some extent misrepresent the 
facts. He apparently intends to discredit the report. Having 
signed and endorsed this discredited report twice, he naively says 
that he "wishes to state that he signed the report under pro- 
test," although no protest of any kind appears thereon. An in- 
genious method, peculiar to the reverend gentleman, of establish- 
ing the weight to be given to his investigations! In order to 
satisfy us of his undoubted credibility, he shows that he twice 
signed a report " misrepresenting the facts." Apparently appre- 
hensive that the suggestion of a mental protest may not meet with 
a cheerful reception, and that he may not have been entirely suc- 
cessful in establishing his credibility as a witness, he thinks 
corroboration is necessary, and says that " almost all the morning 
newspapers of May 7th will prove this assertion." Why news- 
papers could not be quite unanimous on so simple a proposition 
we are not informed. In his work he defines Cant as " to speak 
with exaggerated unction, to descant with false fervor or en- 
thusiasm" (p. 115). Just what "misrepresenting the facts" is, 
he doesn't say. 

He misquotes the amendment in controversy by striking out 
the words "for military purposes" after the word "used," and 
inserting in place thereof, italicized, the words " or owned," 
changing the whole scope of the amendment (p. 45). He says 
that "the full benefit of Mr. Littlefield's principal speech is 
given to the reader, that the whole question might be studied 
from an unprejudiced point of view," after he has cut out the 
paragraph quoted at the beginning of this article, in which I 
state that there is " an honest difference of opinion as to the pro- 
priety of this amendment," though he had to cut a sentence 
in two in order to eliminate what seemed to me to be a proper, 
fair and candid statement (p. 47). He is still hoping, no doubt, 
" that truth and justice may triumph," and that the reader might 
get the "full benefit" . . . "from an unprejudiced point of 
view," but apprehensive apparently that the public might get the 
idea that, in an unguarded moment, a lucid interval, the parties 
supporting the anti-canteen legislation might entertain a con- 
servative or reasonable view. It is believed that all of the clerical 
friends of the Canteen do not indulge in this suppressio veri 
method of argument. 
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H. E. Doc. 352 gives an itemized table from the " reports." In 
referring to this document, Colonel Church says: 

" Of all the posts expressing positive opinion one way or the other, 
ninety per cent, reported that drunkenness, desertion, absence without 
leave and trials by court-martial had increased." 

I know nothing about the verity of these tables and take them 
as I find them. They cover the United States, Porto Eico, Cuba 
and the Philippines. The following facts are taken from the 
table. In answer to the question, " Has drunkenness increased ?" 
120 answered "yes," 55 "no," 17 were uncertain: 175 expressed 
a positive opinion; only sixty-nine per cent, thought it had in- 
creased. To the question, " Have courts-martial for offences 
caused by drunkenness increased ?" 114 answered " yes," 55 " no," 
18 were uncertain : 169 expressed a positive opinion one way or the 
other; only sixty-seven per cent, say that they "had increased." 
To the question, " Has the number of eases of desertion and ab- 
sence without leave increased?" 87 answered "yes," 84 "no," 15 
were uncertain: 171 expressed a positive opinion one way or the 
other; fifty-one per cent, only say that they "had increased." 

Colonel Church says " ninety-five per cent, stated that the con- 
ditions of health had deteriorated, and all agree that morality and 
discipline had been injuriously affected." To the question, " Is the 
effect on health of command bad ?" 108 answered " yes," 68 " no," 
15 were uncertain: 176 expressed positive opinion one way or the 
other : sixty-two per cent, only say that the effect is bad. To the 
question, " Is the effect on morality and the discipline of the 
command bad?" 129 answered "yes," 45 "no," 17 were uncer- 
tain: 174 expressed positive opinion one way or the other; seventy- 
four per cent, only stating that the effect was bad. These state- 
ments made by a critic who charges the friends of the anti- 
canteen legislation with "having reached certain dogmatic con- 
clusions by the studious ignoring of facts" require no comment. 
The inference is too obvious. Let us hope that this is not a 
sample of what we would get if " one rose from the dead to bear 
testimony to the truth." It is to be observed that these ques- 
tions, instead of being framed so as to draw out a disinterested 
reply, are all leading, and intimate that an answer adverse to the 
legislation is expected. C. B. Littlefield. 

(To be Continued.) 



